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1432 Blandfield Court 
Vienna, Va. , 22182 
5 April 1992 


Mr. Emmett Tyrell 
Editor 

The American Spectator 
1101 N. Highland St. 

P. 0. Box 10448 
Arlington, Va. , 22210 


Dear Mr. Tyrell: 


I don't subscribe to The American Spectator; 
never seen it. Unfortunately, it is available 
County library system only at a remote branch in 
where a lot of conservatives live. 


in fact, I have 
in the Fairfax 
Burke, possibly 


However, I do see your column in the Washington Times 
frequently, and until your column which was the subject of my 
unpublished letter to the Times 1/9/92 appeared I had great 
respect for your opinions. I regret to state that it is somewhat 
diminished now. Since I haven't seen the Spectator, I do not know 
if that column or similar commentary appeared there, but I 
enclose a copy of my letter to the Times for your attention. 

I find your article and the thinking behind it very 
troubling. It appears that because Oliver Stone, a man of left- 
Wing persuasions, if I am not mistaken, espouses the conspiracy 
uneory behind the JFK. assassination, the theory must be attacked 
as ihe creation of wild-eyed liberals who are dangerous to the 
country and its equilibrium. Although I'm not a particular fan of 
Oliver Stone and believe he has created a fictional film which 
is more entertainment than fact, much like his movie "Platoon" 
nevertheless in fairness to him he has not labelled the film a 
documentary, and .1 cannot agree that thrashing out the theory of 
a possible conspiracy is either dangerous to the country or not 
m the province of conservatives to pursue. 

1 Jr ake extre me issue with your position, which I understand 
to be that the conspiracy theory is sheer nonsense, and suggest 
again, as I did in my letter to the Times, that it is better to 
lighc a candle than curse the darkness. I also suggest that it is 
or should be the position of true conservatives to be alarmed at 
the prospect of such an event taking place, with the possible 
connivance of dissident elements of powerful government agencies 
and with the facts frantically covered up by one of the agencies 
involved, and worse, if not covered up, at least ignored by the 
very Commission established supposedly to lay out these facts 
before the public. This is the essence of totalitarianism and an 
all-powerful government, something from which conservatives 
should recoil with horror. 
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Neither the Times nor the Post seemingly will publish a 
letter-attacking the critics of conspiracy theories. Possibly 
the letters were too long, but I find their reluctance to publish 
regrettable. I am a long-time conservative Republican hawk- I 
support Patrick Buchanan for President. I ask you, sir ' to 
consider my letter to the Times and the other two letters, to the 
- ost and the Times, copies of which are enclosed. I feel that to 
sugges-c that a coup-de-etat cannot take place in this country is 
to ignore the evidence before you. I feel that it is evident bv 
now that there was a conspiracy, most likely involving dissident 
_ A antl Castro Cubans, and organized crime, that 
Oswald had ties to the intelligence communities, and that he was 
set up as a patsy, as he himself stated. [You may note here that 
^ c ° m P an Y with Oliver Stone: I think Viet-Nam was entirely 
irrelevant to the assassination; it was Cuba, not Viet-Nam, which 
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single bullet theory strain credulity to the utmost; the 
conspiracy theory blends comfortably with every observed fact. 

I won't go further into the theories; the enclosed letters 
speak for themseives.^ I do request that you consider my three 
unpublished letters with an open mind. I'll be happy to have a 
response from you or see you address these issues in another 
column published in the Times. 


Sincerely yours , 


John D. S. Muhlenberg 



